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Fiscal Estimate Narratives
DNR 3/2/2005

LRB Number 05-1002/1 Introduction Number AB-131 Estimate Type  Original
Subject

Trapping licenses for nonresidents

Assumptions Used in Arriving at Fiscal Estimate

Bill Summary : This bill creates a $150 nonresident trapping license that can be purchased by applicants
who reside in a state that allows nonresidents of that state to trap within that state, and who successfully
complete a trapper education course. It also modifies the trapping permit preference language for specific
species.

Fiscal Impact : The bill would increase revenue by an estimated $3,800 annually and have a one-time cost
of between $3,000 and $15,000.

Functionality will need to be developed in the Automated License Issuance System (ALIS) to verify that the
customer's state of residence meets the reciprocity requirement included in this bill. This could be
accomplished with either of the following alternatives:

Alternative 1 - $3,000

Design the ALIS terminal to ask the customer if "their state of residence allows nonresident trapping?” as
part of the license/application sale process. If the customer responds "no", the sale would not be approved.
While this alternative could serve as a means of confirmation that the customer meets the reciprocity
requirement, it-is entirely based on the customer's declaration.

Alternative 2 - $15,000

Add reciprocity tables to the ALIS database that would flag which states allow nonresident trapping. The
ALIS terminal would be designed to collect the customer's state of residence. Prior to authorizing the license
sale, the system would verify that the customer's state of residence met the reciprocity requirement. DNR
staff would be responsible for managing the reciprocity tables.

DNR believes that Alternative 2 would best meet the requirements of the bill. Estimates of license sales vary
depending on the status of furbearer populations and the world fur trade economy. During years of low
furbearer populations and poor markets we would probably see numbers approaching 10 to 20 nonresident
licenses at best. During years of high populations and good markets we may see as many as 30 to 40 non-
resident licenses sold. Revenue increase: Assuming an average of 25 licenses sold per year at $150 each
they would generate $3,800.

Long-Range Fiscal Implications
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